Abstract: This paper reports on an ethnographic exploration of gay men who inject drugs in Melbourne, Australia's second-largest city, and demonstrates a further diversification of gay men's lives, characterized previously as living in a "post-AIDS" era (Dowsett 1996a). It suggests that gay community plays a crucial part in some men's accounts of drug use and shapes their experience of drug injection. Injection remains an abject act that the gay community is reticent to discuss, with consequences for gay men's health, HIV/AIDS, hepatitis C, sex, and gay community. This reticence positions drug taking (particularly drug injection) as an individual issue and as a violation of practices of self-care that results both from gay men's culture of drug use and from the experience of otherness reported by gay injectors. This paper explores emerging paradoxes for gay men in relation to sex, drugs, relationality, sociality, community, and health.
Introduction
Ever since the advent of HIV/AIDS, particularly in the West, the role of communities of gay men in the evolution of the pandemic has been a source of speculation and debate. In the early-and subsequently discrediteddefinition of what was to become AIDS as GRID (or GayRelated Immune Deficiency) and in various attempts to find cause-for example, in such factors as gay men's recreational use of amyl nitrites or the fragile anus being unable to withstand infection as might the robust vaginathe connections between gay men and their communities, gay sex, and drug use were confidently welded together in what is actually a complex yet indistinct articulation.
Behavioral science went in search of this articulation in correlations with sexual behavior change, named by the early 1990s variously as community norms, gay community attachment, community diffusion, peer influence, and so on (see Dowsett, 1993) . Drug use gets added to this mix in various ways. Gay communities in Australia and in other countries themselves relied on and configured their early and mostly sustained successes in HIV prevention and support for people living with HIV/AIDS as collective activism and as cultural production, thereby confirming their value as a resource in fighting their epidemics over and above the agency of individual behavioral responsibility (e.g., Watney, 1999) . But the contribution of gay communities is largely assumed, untheorized, and underresearched.
This report is concerned with one aspect-injecting drug use (IDU) by gay men-of the ways in which a gay community plays out its influence and develops its practices in response to the threats of HIV/AIDS and, more recently in Australia (and elsewhere), the growing epi-demic of hepatitis C. It is the product of an ongoing investigation that underpins a series of studies over the last 18 years, involving the lead author and many colleagues, that have addressed the ways in which gay community as a social construct is involved, implicated, configured, deployed, and understood in these epidemics (e.g., Dowsett 1996b Dowsett , 2003 Dowsett, Bollen, McInnes, Couch, & Edwards, 2001; Kippax, Connell, Dowsett, & Crawford, 1993) . These studies have all been social science efforts, mostly used qualitative methodologies, and all had a primary focus on understanding HIV prevention and sexual behavior change. However, an interest in gay community, beyond a construct and as a material form and resource, as an actor in its own right, has always been an underlying interest as well. The earlier studies focused mainly on Sydney, Australia's largest city and host to nearly half the cumulative Australian HIV/AIDS caseload. Other, smaller studies in Adelaide (the capital of South Australia) and Darwin (the capital of the Northern Territory) followed similar issues, often using comparative research methods (Dowsett, Bollen, et al., 2001; Hurley & Dowsett, 1994) . The study reported on here is the first undertaken by the authors in Melbourne, Australia's second-largest city and the capital of the state of Victoria. Although driven in particular by a concern with the growing hepatitis C epidemic, the study also offered an opportunity to get inside the Melbourne gay community, with a secondary interest in studying it.
The term gay community, when used without either a definite or indefinite article, refers to a discursive and cultural construct, as in "gay community values" or "gay community advocacy." In this usage, no real, identifiable, or specific community is meant. In contrast, the phrases the gay community and a gay community refer to a specific space and material place, and an identifiable grouping of people, such as the Melbourne gay community, the subject of this paper. The plural form, gay communities, refers to the various gay communities in Australia (Sydney, Melbourne, Cairns, etc.) and is used to note that these communities are not necessarily similar or homogeneous in their membership, infrastructure, and experience.
HIV/AIDS and Hepatitis C in Australia
The character of the HIV epidemic in Australia is reasonably well known, as is the country's reputation for developing a well-coordinated and quite successful response to the epidemic, guided since 1985 by successive national strategies (Commonwealth of Australia, 1989 Australia, , 1993 Australia, , 1996 . In summary, the cumulative AIDS case total as of December 31, 2003, was 9,262, of whom 6,349 (69%) had died. Men accounted for 95% of total cases, and male-to-male sexual transmission of HIV for 81% of cases, with a further 5% attributed to male-to-male sexual contact and IDU (National Centre in HIV Epidemiology and Clinical Research [NCHECR], 2004) . Low levels in other usual transmission categories-heterosexual contact (7%), other IDU (3%)-confirmed an epidemic largely contained within Australia's identifiable gay communities. The HIV prevalence figures are similar, with adjusted cumulative diagnoses of 20,580 cases, of whom 92% are male, with 77% attributed to male-to-male sexual contact and a further 4.2% to maleto-male sexual contact and IDU (with 11% for heterosexual contact and 4.3% for other IDU) (NCHECR, 2004) . Incident infections are largely due to male-to-male sexual contact (85%), and male-to-male sexual contact and IDU (4%). It is not surprising then that gay communities and HIV/AIDS have become almost synonymous in the last two decades in Australia.
In the midst of the HIV epidemic, another silent epidemic was emerging in Australia, namely hepatitis C virus (HCV). There were 16,734 new cases of hepatitis C diagnosed in 2001 in Australia, with incidence highest among 20-to 39-year-olds (NCHECR, 2002) . The cumulative total of Australian cases is 157,000, with just over 79% chronically infected or suffering serious disease. Injecting drug use accounts for 82% of incident HCV infections. The issue of co-infection by HIV and HCV is also of concern; 13.9% of Australians living with HIV/AIDS are also infected with HCV (Grierson, Misson, McDonald, Pitts, & O'Brien, 2002) . We do not know the extent or character of HCV infection among Australian gay men specifically. What we do know so far is that HCV co-infection is high in HIV-seropositive gay men (and, as noted above, gay men account for 77% of cumulative HIV infections). Moreover, even though IDU accounts for only 8.5% of cumulative HIV infections in Australia (adding the two categories listed above in the HIV/AIDS figures), just under half of these occur among men who report also having had sexual contact with other men (NCHECR, 2002) . This may indicate a more complex pattern of transmission and prevalence of HIV and HCV than any single-vector analysis provides. Therefore, hepatitis C is an issue for gay men's health in addition to HIV/AIDS. Further, those concerned with hepatitis C prevention need to recognize that, even with some uncertainty about the sexual transmission of HCV, hepatitis C may be related to gay men's recreational use of drugs and to their patterns of injecting drugs in particular, just as we now understand the contribution of gay men's sexual culture to the Australian pattern of HIV transmission and prevention. Exactly how gay community, as a collective cultural product, influ-
